Application No. ! 0/572,548 Doelcetlso.: 3273-032 IFUSl 
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REMARKS 

This amendment is furthef to the .Amendment After Final Office Action filed on April 28, 
2010 and the Supplemental Amendment filed on May 3, 2010. Claims 5-6 and 12 are cuiTsntly 
pending in this application. No claims have been amended. As such, no new matter has been 
added. 

In view of the remarks herein, as well as the amendmeats and remarks of April 28 and 
May 3, 2010, which are incorporated herein by reference in their entirety, A|>plic^ints respect&lly 
request tliat the l^xaminer withdraw all outstanding rejections and allow the currently pending 
claims, 

Subskmce of Interview 

.Applicants tliaiik tlie FA'aininer for the time, helpfulness and coiirtesies extended to 
Applicants' representatives during the two Interviews conducted on June 2, 201 0. The assistance 
of the ILxaminer in advaiicing prosecution of the present application is greatly appreciated. In 
compliaiiee w-itli M.P.E.P. § 713.04, Applicants submit tlie following remarks. 

During tlie (rlrst) Interview, the Examiner acknowledged that upon Ibrther review of the 
instijnt clain^s and the teaichings of tlie prior ait, claim 12 will be allowed without any additionai 
amendments, 

As to claims 5 and 6, Applicants argued tliat these claims s.hould be rejoined, as they as-e 
directed to a method of producing the allowed product, and, moreover, depsind from allowable 
product claims. Initidly, the E-xaminer maintamed his previous position that claims 5 and 6 must 
be cancelled in order to place the present application in condition for allowance. 
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AppueaBts directed the Examiner's attention to several relevant sections of the MPJivP, 
the Ckxie of Federal Regulations and relevant case law. During tlie second InterS'iew, the 
Examiner acknowledged that wdtlidrawii claims 5 and 6 should md will be rejoined. 

Despite Applicaiits' arguments in this regard, the Examiner indicated that he wovild not 

issue a Noiice of Allowability untii after Applicasits filed a second Response After Final Oilce 
Aciion, including a ''Statement of Substance of Inter\dew" based on the Interviews which took 
place on Juno 2, 2010. 

in view of the above, it is respectmlly submitted that the present application is in 
condition for allowance. A Notice of Allowability is respectfully requested, 

Conclmion 

Should there be any outstatiding matters that need to be resolved in the present 
application,, the ExaiTiiner is respectnilly requested to contact Vanessa Perez-Jlamos, Reg. No, 

6 1 , 1 58 at the teiephone nmriber of the undersigned below, to conduct an int^iew in an effort to 
expedite prosecution in connection with the present application. 
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V. ^s<;\ o\.^'i>->. iiK^ v>nii':js£k>n:':- is ht5ch> aaihori/ed In tbis, coucurrcat. and Ijiurc repiic.? 
ti.> ohar-o p<!\ i-^on v>r crccn any ovcrpa> nioiVi to Deposit Accoimt No. 02-2448 ibr aiiy additional 
fees required under 37.C.F.R. §§1.I6 or 1,17; particdariy, exterisionof time fees. 



Dated: 



Respectftiily subinitted. 



Bv 



MaryAafie Armstrong 
Registration No.: 40,069 

BIRCH, STii'WART, KOLASCH & BIRCH, LLP 
81 10 Gatehouse Ri)ad 
Suite 1 00 East 
P.O. Box 747 

Fails CX^urch, Virginia 22040-0747 
(703) 205-8000 
Attorney for Applicant 



MAAA/P/sh 



